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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -22 and 40 are pending with claims 7-9 and 1 3-1 5 withdrawn from 
consideration. 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
5 forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 

application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
05/28/2008 has been entered. 

10 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
1 5 forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 

the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

20 4. Claims 1-6, 16, 20-22 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Adobe Acrobat 5.0 released 12 March 2001 as evidenced by "Adobe 
Acrobat 5.0 User's Guide for Chambers" in view of Bala et al. (US 7313824). 

As per claims 1,16, and 40, Adobe discloses the functionality for a method for 
restricting use of a clipboard application by a method, the method comprising: receiving 

25 a copy selection associated with designated content of a source file being displayed by 
a first source application (see page 17 where Acrobat is the first application); b) 
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determining whether the source file is a secured file (see page 28, where requiring a 
password to access a document makes it secure and the determining step must be 
performed in order to know whether to ask for a password), where the secured file 
cannot be accessed without a priori knowledge (see pages 28 and 29 where the 
5 password is required to access the file); c) preventing copying of content (see pages 28 
and 29 where the check box for "No Content Copying or Extraction, Disable 
Accessibility" prevents the copying); Adobe further discloses the ability for copying from 
Acrobat and pasting to a second destination application (see pages 17 and 18 where 
WordPerfect is the destination application). 

1 0 Adobe fails to explicitly disclose preventing subsequent usage of the designated 

content in a second destination application via the clipboard application when the 
determining determines that the source file is a secured file. 

However, Bala et al. teaches preventing cut/paste (i.e. clipboard) operations from 
being used to copy a protected document into an unprotected document (see column 16 

15 lines 59-67). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the Bala et al. method of preventing clipboard operations for secure 
documents to prevent copying from a secured PDF to an unsecured Word perfect 
document. 

20 Motivation to do so would have been to prevent the export of any part of a 

protected document (see Bala et al. column 16 lines 59-61). 
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As per claims 2-4, the modified Adobe and Bala et al. system discloses receiving 
a copy and paste selection to provide the designated content to the destination 
application (see Adobe pages 17 and 18, numerals 1-6). 

As per claims 5-6 and 21-22, the modified Adobe and Bala et al. system 
5 discloses said determining operates to determine that the source file is a secured file 
based on security information provided by the source application (see Adobe pages 28- 
30). 

As per claim 20, the modified Adobe and Bala et al. system discloses permitting 
storage of the designated content to the clipboard application when the determining 
1 0 determines that the source file is not a secured file (see Adobe pages 1 7 and 1 8). 

5. Claims 1 0-1 2 and 1 7-1 9 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over the modified Adobe and Bala et al. system as applied to claims 1 and 16 above, 
and further in view of Blank et al. (US 20030037253). 

As per claims 10, 17, and 18, the modified Adobe and Bala et al. system fails to 
15 disclose storing alternate content to the clipboard application in place of the designated 
content when said determining determines that the source file is a secured file. 

However, Blank et al. teaches replacing information on a clipboard with 
alternative predetermined content when the file is a secure file (see paragraphs [0046] 
and [0032]). 

20 At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 

skill in the art to store alternate content in the clipboard when the source file is the 
secure file of the modified Adobe and Bala et al. system. 
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Motivation to do so would have been control the degree of access the public has 
to data (see paragraph [0007]). 

As per claims 11-12 and 1 9, the modified Adobe, Bala et al. and Blank et al. 
system discloses storing the designated content to the clipboard application when said 
5 determining determines that the source file is not a secured file (see Adobe pages 17 
and 18). 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-6, 16, 20-22 and 40 have been 
10 considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 05/28/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant argues Blank fails to teach storing alternate content in place 
of secured content. 

With respect to Applicant's argument that Blank fails to teach storing alternate 
15 content in place of secured content in paragraph [0032] Blank teaches that the file is 
secured and in paragraph [0046] Blank teaches that the information on the clipboard is 
replaced with alternate content. Specifically in paragraph [0046] Blank teaches, "the 
applet... replaces whatever graphic may have been placed on the clipboard by putting in 
a warning text." Therefore, Blank teaches storing alternative content on a clipboard in 
20 place of secured content. 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MICHAEL PYZOCHA whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3875. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, 7:00am - 
4:30pm. 

5 If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be reached on (571) 272-3865. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
10 Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
1 5 Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 

/Michael Pyzocha/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2137 



